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FOREWORD 


- The need for an exchange of ideas among those interested in, and those 
working with, the Rorschach Test has been felt by the small group of psycholo- 
gists making up the Psychological Department of the Neurological Institute. 
This idea was talked over with Dr. Bruno Klopfer who, upon request, agreed to 
act as editor of an informal exchange service. 


A letter telling of this idea was sent to twenty workers who, it was 
thought, might be interested in the project. Response was obtained from all 
but three of these letters. Promise of active cooperation was given in all 
replies except in three instances. This means that out of twenty peoplo ap- 
proached, fourteen were willing to participate to the extent of submitting 

problems or questions, articles on special problems or original work and 

financial support. Since this first letter was sent to only a small number ; 
of persons known to be interested, it is felt that a sufficient number will 


participate to make the project feasible. Many people have already expressed i 
interest. 3 


Certain workers who happened to be in the vicinity of New York joined 
in a series of conferences to plan the first issues of the Exchange. The ; 
group felt it would be best to have the sheet mimeographed. An attempt will i 
be made to have the first copy reach as many as possible of those who might 
be interested. Thereafter the sheet will be sent only to subscribers. 


It has been suggested that the contents include: 


1 - original material not yet ready for publication in professional 
journals. (Use of such material here would in no way exclude 
future publication. ) 


discussions of important Rorschach papers. This would include 
abbreviated translations of foreign papers. j 


discussions of specific problems met with in the use of the test. 


coordination of research in fields which lend themselves to 
statistical study. 


Contributions and communications should be sent to Dr. Bruno Klopfer, 
3820 Waldo Avenue, New York City. Will you join us? Signify your intention 4 
of so doing by signing the slip at the end of this issue and send it together : 
with a check for $3.00 to cover the cost of mimeographing and mailing. Checks 7 
should be made out to and mailed to 


Gladys Tallman 
780 Riverside Drive 
New York City. | 


| 

| 
3 
: 670959 | 
4 2 
a 


© 
; 
or sa ere om wnt? hear on’ 
hore fess Ya eon. tae ad? ,agiv tow 
filw tedetn tasioitqwe & zi ,bed od .of mwomx 
Tes 
or 
ede } j We Sma Qi ad iG ic - 
Y : ede 
dtanet + 4 t+ at fe at*+ unteate wd antob 
ewhe it 
: weil 


In one of the conferences mentioned in tie foreword the pro- 
posal was made that -cach issue be devoted tc the discussion of some 
particular problen. might be helpful to include in the discussion 
an historical resumé of the literature beering upon the prollon, 
(2) the experience ef the vurious people who have worked on it, (5) the 
theoretical iaplicetions, (4) proposals for refinements in the method. 


- Out of the experience of a swall group of pecnie who met for 
the purpose of heiping to vet the first issue uncer vay, came a number 
of proposals for topics. Other subscriters nay wish te add to the list. 
Problens so fur suggestec can be grouped wider four general heedings: 
1, Various aspects of scoring, 2. Technical protlons of administering 
the test, 5. Effect of retest, 4. Fiolds of application. some 
of these topics pepers are already available. Some of the problems 
in relation to scoring which have been proposed are; the localization 
of interpretations, the distinction between differant kinds of normel 
and unusual details, the mode of apprehension, the indications of the 
distribution of psychic energy, the develupment of the chioroscuro 
problema, and popular and original answers in reletion to gooc and bad 
forms. Some aspects of "4" (Fields of application) which have been 
suggested for discussion are; developmental s -iies »t different age 
levels; the effects of neuroses, psychoses, and organic discases of 
the central nervous system; the relition between Rorschach, Frve- 
association, and Performance tests. 


May we have your reaction to thic su,wested pro; ram? What 
other points would you like included this yerr? Which of these topics 
would you most like to have discussed? Which scem unimport:nt? To 

which of these topics could you contribute miterisl? 


From Group Discussion 
Reported Ly 
Alma Peulson 
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WHAT CONSTITUTES A SINGLE 


One of the first provleus met in scoring the Rorschach Test is that 
of whit constitutes a response. In Rorschach's own work there arc “ppareat 
inconsistencies in that the elewents which make up the concept are songtimnes 
scored separately and sometimes taken as @ unit. Iu the case reported hy 
Oberholzer one description, "a large park road surrounded by fine dark trecs : 
which ascends here end is lost in the distance in a balustrade, the whole 

quite perspective" is treated us one response whereas another in the same 

protocol, "That is like an arm of the sea--which breaks on a stcep const." is 

considered as two. 


To what extent the seperate elements in a concept should be scored 
separately becomes a problew if one tries to use storing symbols in sucha 
way as to give o clear account of what has happened in the test itsclf. 
Arbitrary methods may be misleading. One person, fer instance, is trlkative 
and spontaneously offors «. complete explanation ‘or what he has secn. another 

person may have the same interpretation, tith the same complexity snd the 
sane degree of integration, tut he may mention it only briefly, not fecling 4 
it necessary to explain it all. To score separate details in the one case 

and not in the other suggests a difference in personslity make-up which is 

contrary to fact. Moreover, a third person may see many separate, unrelated 

details the scoring of which might appear much like that in the c:se of the 

talkative person mentioned cbove when actually their types of reaction are 

fundamentally different. Yet disrdgard of the details may again give 2 

distorted picture. 


Some workers with the test have used che method of distinguishing 
between the principal response and any additional details meationed, only 
the former being incluced in the main part of tte tatulation. By this method - 

it is ;cssible to see significant relaticuships between the whol» concept and i 
its parts. Details may be seen first and then combined into aeanin,ful wholes; q 
the concept may be one in which each detail is essential from the beginnin7; a 
the details may come later as further developments of the idea or even as after 
thoughts offered defensi support of on originally vague impression. 


This method also hes its difficuities. It sowetimes hapouns, for : iH 
instance, that color appears only in these additional responses. One mst, 
therefore, find a method of giving it some place in the tatwlation. Or sone 
other significant factor runs-tho risk of being neglected. -It would be of’ 
value if others who have worked with the test vould tell somethin: of their 
own experience in dealing with these problems, sending a statement to the 
editor which could be included in some later issue. 


From Group Discussion 
Reported by 
Marion Cowin 
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APPLICATION OF TUE RORSCHACH TES? [0 CHILD IFYAVIOR PRODLEMS 
AS FACILITATED EY OF THE SCORING WELHOD 
By Sadie Sender, and Truno Klopfer, Ph.D, 


I, Introduction 


The purpose of this paper is to show that it is possible to 
pply the Rorschach personality test fruitfully to children in spite 

f the fact that their personality is still growing, The Rorschach q 
udies in the field of child psychology publianed 30 far deal only 
ith groups of children, attempting to determine tae absolute und 
elative numbers of various Rorschach factors in tne groups, This 

pbper is based on a different methodological approach; it deals with 


single child's reactions to the Rorschach evaluated more in a quali- 
Btive way. 


At the same time this different approach serves another purpose. 
may help in clarifying 2 crucial point in the development of 
Drschach researehn, Vernon, the English “orschach expert, very 


early describes this point in his lest review of Rorschach reseurch 
the following passage: 


"The deficiencies of the Rorscnach:ink-blot test method as a 
Bychometric test have been amply demonstrated; in particular the un- 
prtaintiecs and subjectivity of ita scoring, she lack of adequate 
bras, poor reliability, snd almost complete absence of scientifi- 
hlly controlled validution, Yet J cannot agrec that these deficien- 7 
es should lead to its rejection by investigators in che field of 
prsonality,. They are inherent in the German “pproach. to psycho- 
agnosis, and I believe that the psychological tester would gain by 4 
tempting to incorporate something of this point of view in his over- a 
jective and predominatingly statistical outlook, Up to now attempts 
develop direct tests of personality, snalogous to the tests of 
Olastic and industrial cptitudes, have not been purticularly suc- j 
ssful, And I am unable to recall to mind any other test of per- - 
nality or temporal traits which tell me ss much about my subjects { 
30 short a time xs does the Rorschach test, There is no a priori 


“son why the quantitative and qualitative viewpoints should be ir- ; 
concilable,”" 


The most important basis for the ‘reconciliation of psychometry a 
d clinical observation” (or between the "scientific" and "artistic" 4 
proach as Dr, Beck put it in the April 1935 issue of the ,Jwrivan , 
urnal of urthup.yehistry) to the euthor te be a vy tenetic 
finement of the scoring method. 


Refinement of Scoring 


What ground have we for the assumption that this systematic re- 
enent of the scoring method is necessary? In reading the 
Schach articles appearing recently in more than a dozen psycho- 
Bical and psychiatric journals, one seets with the increasing 
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APPLICATION OF RORSCHACH TES? £9 CHILD iFHAVIOR 
AS EFACILITAIED BY A OF THE SCORING WELHOD 
By Sadie Sender, 11.4. and Truno Klopfer, Ph.D, 


Introduction 


The purpose of this paper is to show that it is possible to 
apply the Rorschach personality test fruitfully to children in spite 
of the fact that tieir personality is still growing, The Rorschach 
studies in the field of child psychology Subtiensd so far deal only 
with groups of children, attempting to determine tae absolute und 
relative numbers of various Rorschach factors in th2 groups, This 
paper is based on a different methodological approach; it deals with 
a Single child's reactions to tie Rorschs2ch evaluated more in a quali- 
tative way. 


At the sume tine this different approach serves another purpose. 
It may help in clarifying = crucial point in the development of 
Rorschach research, Vernon, the English “orsachach expert, very 
clearly describes this point in his lest reviaw of Rorschach reseurch 
in the following passig2: 


"The deficiencies of the Rorscnach ink-blot test method as a 
psychometric test have been amply demonstrated; in particular the un- 
certainties and subjectivity of ita scoring, che lack of adequate 
norms, poor reliability, :nd almost complete absence of scientifi- 
cally controlled validution, Yet J cannot agrec that these deficien- 
cies should lead to its rejection by investigators in che field of 
personality, They are inherent in the German ~pproach. to psycho- 
diagnosis, and I bslieve that the psychological tester would gain by 
attempting to incorporate something of this point of view in. his over- 
objective and predominatingly statistical outlook, Up to now attempts 
to develop direct tests of personality, analogous tio the tests of 
scholastic and industrial aptitudes, have not been purticularly suc- 
cessful, And I am unable to recall to mind any other test of per- - 
sonality or temporal traits which tell me <s much about my subjects 
in so short a time us does the Rorschach test, There is no a priori 
reason why the quantitative and qualitative viewpoints should be ir- 
reconcilable," 


The most important basis for the ‘reconciliation of psychometry 
and clinical observation” (or between the "scientific" and “artistic” 
approach as Dr, Beck put it in the April 19355 issue of the ,Jwrivcun 
Journal of urthep.yehietry) weem “to the euthor te be a wy tecotic 
refinewent of the scoring method. 


II, Refinement of Scoring 


What ground have we for the assumption that this systematic re- 
finement of the scoring method is necessary? In reading the 
Rorschach articles appearing recently in more than a dozen psycho- 
logical and psychiatric journals, one s2ets with the increasing 
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III, The Detail Answers. 


This way of sizing up the plates - “isode of comprehension" - 
discloses what the subject uses as the basis for his interpretation, 
the whole blot or a part of it. Among the latter, Rorschach dis- 
tinguished between detail 'D* and small detail "Dd" unswers, His 
remarks about this differentiation are characteristic with regard to 
his tendency to go in the right direction Lut not far enough, He 
states, ‘There is a hitch in thut sepuration but it iy easential for 
the D's are details of norwals, while the Dad's, where they 2ppeur in 
greater numbers, are more or less ubnorual phanowena, For the aor- 
mal, the test plute is usually finished after ne has interpreted D's 
and only relatively seldom does he go over into the Dd's." In an 
article published posthumously he even makes a tentative statement 
with regard to the uverage distribution among normal adults of these 
two kinds of detail-answers, ‘The D's may  verage frow 60-70 per cent 
of the total number of responses, whereas the Dd's should not sxceed 
10 per cent." . However, in desling with children in the preeadolescent 
stage of development for instance, we soon realize that what we would 
be obliged to Dd'’s in adults parts very frevuently chosen by 
these children. Must we then assume differeat standurds of "nor- 
mality" for these two groups in porticular or for every other group 

of subjects where we ottain a new frequency distrivution of D's and 
Dad's? This confusing uncertainty seems io charucterize the present 
state of affuirs, Rorschach's theoretical arguments however hint, 
though vaguely, at some possible distinctions between D'3 end Dd's 
beyond that of the frequency distribution, See the two last para- 
graphs on page 41 of the second edition of his text book, 


The writer's opinion is thet a statistical verification cunnot 
be successfully attempted before a guilitative uescription or ceter-- 
mination of the detail answers which actually occur has been under- 
taken, Rorschach has acknowledged only the two extredies of the quali- 
tative series; namely, the obvious ‘normeal” detuils ("D") and. the 
really rare abnormal details ("Dd"), Doubtless these two extremes 
coincide with the frequency distribution because the most obvious 
"normal large details are tne most frequent ones and certain small 
details are really rarely seen, But the decrease in size between ; 
these two extremes does not always coincide with a decreuse in fre- ‘ 
guency, On the other hand, to determine the ‘normality”" oi 2a detail 
answer only by its place in the fre.uency distribution, is scienti- 
fically unwarranted because of the great variations in the fre uency 
distributions of Details in different groups, 


In spite of these spurious statistical difficulties we agree 
with Rorschach that it is comparatively easy to arrive at agreement 
with regsrd to the D's if we follow the proposed procedure of de- 
scribing and determining the [he fundamental patterns of 
the D's are that they emerge almost spontaneously at the moment one 
attempts to break up the whole blot into its most natural divisions, 
These parts, therefore, have the general properties of relatively in- 
dependent "“sub-wholes" in the sense of that term used by the Gestalt 
Psychology, They are: (a) insular or almost insular ia their posi- 
tions, for example, the black and red spots in cards II and IJI and 
the variously colored parts in cards VITI, IX, and %; (b) if not com- 
pletely separated by white space or color they are the lurge parts of 
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the black blots with an almost independeat contour surrounde. uy 
white space or by parts of different shading as the middie 2nd side 
parts in card I, The description of all D's in the appendix will 
make these remarks easily understood, 


The next step in our study leads us to details of a transitive 
nature, particularly those we have mentioned as occurring oceasidnally 
with adults, but frequently with pre-adolesc2nts, “hereus the pattern 
of the D's, which we may call "first grade normal details,’ is found 
in the insular position, the second grade details are found ina 
peninsular-like position, They are not as lurge, as definite or us 
indispensable with regard to the whole blot as the D's but they are 
nevertheless obvious and easily recognizabl:2 parts: (a) jutting out 
from the edges of the larger blots; (b) obtainable through the 
breaking up of a D into its natural divisions; (c) smaller parts oui- 
standing because of their particular color or shading, To enumeraco 
all these possible transitive details would necessitate the repro- 
duction of the tan test-plates. It is impossible to do this in this 
paper but the principls involved will become clear in the examples 
mentioned in the protocol of the case herewith presented. Yor this 
type of transitive detail-answers, which occur freguently in some 
normal groups, we propose the symbol “d" to indicate that tney are 
“second grade normal details" as different from the D's ‘cs: from 
the real rare details we will now list, 


The remaining details fall into tie following four categories: 


1. *Tiny details,” with about the sane insuler or peninsular | 
pattern as the “d,” jucting out from she cdge of some larger part or 
isolated small dots, as at che bottom of card I, wut so tiny that 
"the normal person usually overlooks them,' The appropriate symbol 
according to the degree of smallness would be "dd" or ‘ddd.‘*  Ex- 
amples of these occur in the protocol, 


2. “Inside details," which are parts taken from witain a blot 
on the basis of differences in shading cigaadete al using the outer edge. 
The symbol for it is “*dai,”" 


3. “Hdge details," which are interpretations based only on 
parts of the contour or the edges of a:-blot between black aid white 
or on the border of two parts with differeat shading or color in a 
profile manner, The symbol for these is “De” or "de* depending upon 
whether it is on the edge of a first or second grade detail, 


4, “Rare details" are parts coubining a D or d with some ad- 
jacent part cut out in an unusual way. These are "Dr" or “dr," 


Limited space does not permit us to discuss the probable inter-~ 
pretative- values of these detail answers except in the cases of the 
D, d, end dd which are described in this case. ‘We may only hint that, 
whenever we find such abnormal details in a great number, it is par- 
ticularly interesting to note whether the subject prefers one kind or 
another of them or uses all kinds interchangeably, 
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Protocol and Dascriotiocn. 
The following are the protocols of two Rorschach performances 
given by the same girl after an interval of nine months, At the time 
of the first performance she was 1) yrs. & mos, 


fhe Rorschach performances were sdministered in coopsration with 
Miss Margaret Emery, occupational therapist, in the Mentsl Health 
Clinic of Mt. Sinai Hospital, 


First Performance Second Performance 


y A¥*1,"A map" (the whole vaguely) j D 1,"¥ell, here I can see a 


2."Parts of a person" (middle woman's body, hands and 
J figure) | legs." (Same as 2, in 
a,"The feet." )points lst performance 


b. "The hands." 


2."These are two animals’ 
to same d 
body." 


heads." (Same as 3, lst) 
a4 A 3."Animals' heads on both ad A.3,"Pird's wings." (See 4, 
sides.” {Top parts) lst perf.) 
d A4,"Hings.* (Side extensions) |dd V 4."Notes like piano notes, 
ad V 5.*Face of a person, same on ' Here too," 
the other side." (Upper 5."Head of a man." (See 7, 
side edge) lst perf.) 


did V 6."The spots look like music 
notes." (Dots above blot) 

V."Looks like some child," 
When asked she stated, ‘It 
is only the head." (Iwo 
‘head-like extensions on 
upper edge) 


Plate II, | 
D <.1."Head of 2 horse," (Upper D V 1,*WVell, here a sock, here 


red spot) too." (See 1, lst perf.) i 
D < 2,"Like a stocking." > "I can't see much here," 
- “Like a stocking." (Upper [fd ‘VV 2."Here I can see the head ~ 
red spot) of an animal. The same 
D V 3."These two are like bears,” here.” (See 5, lst 
i . (Lower center red, darker perf.) 
i shade) 


Long pause, 
4 4,"Like some kind of an ani- 
mal," (Big black spot) 
i V 5,"Like some kind of an ani- 
. mal's face; same on other 
side,“ (Upper, outer q 
small detail, usual cock's q 
head) 


he 


‘# The point of the angle always indicates the direction of the 
)PPper part of the test-plate held in the original position, Thus V> 

upside down, means side-wnys, Whenever during the perfor- 
lance the card has been turned in any direction, it is necessary to- 
ndicate by the corresponding sign. | 
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a /A\6,"The face of an animal, the} 
¢ mouth is open." (Upper — 
side extension; black, 
Usual camel's head) She 
takes Plate III herself. 


Plate JIIJ. ve 


D <. 1.“An animal, and this (the A ‘can't see anything." 
other side) is too." VV “Here a shape like a bow," 
(Outer red spots) (She traces contour with 
D V 2."Some kind of animal, a her finger) (Central 
porcupine, no not that, red.) 
art of an animal,' 2. ‘ere some kind of animal." 
Usual human head (Rig tlack figure without 
d < ,3,‘*Head of a fish, here is usual legs) 
‘ the tail." (Left half of 
the usual fish) 
fd < 4,"Like a bird." (Same spot 
on other side) 
d N\»5, "Like a hand, same on other 
side." (Light shaded part 
of same detail) 


Plate Iv. 


Long pause 

d >1,"Like a snake." (Usual dd Y¥ 1,"*Rignt herg the aead of a 
snake-like extension) snake (See 2, 1st. 

dd \/ 2,"Like a wing of a bird, perf. 7 
these two things." (Cor- |d \V2."Ihe same here, the body 
ner extension on top of of a snake," (See x; 20s 
middle figure) perr,) 

D V3."This part is like ao tree." | 
(Middle figure without top 
part) 


Plate V. 


‘dd A1."Face of a cow, the same (ad A1l."Two animals lite dressed 
here,* (Lower, light up rabbits." (See 3, lst 
shaded, outer edge. Show perf,) 
legelike extensions) 

2."Face of a person, eyes, 
nose end mouth, here the 
hand." (Outer extension 
on upper edge) 
animal dressed up, the 
face of a cat, perhaps," 
(Center top part) 


Plate VI, 


V1, "Some animal's faces," dad V1.'Head of some more snakes 
NE (Uppermost clawlike sxten~- over here,’ (See 1, lst 
sions on top) perf, ) 
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32 
Plate VII. 


d< 1. 'Some man's face; same over| D 7 1. "Here some animal's face, 
here." (Icy-like corner for instance a bear's 
part on ianer edge). face." (See 3, lst perf.) 

dd V2. "Some person's face." 
(Inner edge of middle side 
,atvis ion. ) 

D 7 3. “Some kind of animal, other 
side, too, I guess. 

(Middle side division) 


Plate VIII. 


D< 1. “Like a wildcat, same D > 1. "Right here an animals of 
here." (Usual animal-like some sort, .! 
side parts ) 1, lst perf.) 


D V 2. "Something like an animal DA2,. 


And here too, this and 
too, just the head. 


this." (See 2, 1st perf.) 


(Inner pink) D 3. "Here something like the 
-— di V3, “Like the face of a person, shape of a camel." 

here ihe eyes, face and (Orange part) 

nose." (Inside of the 

blue part) 


Plate 


"The face of a person." D V 1. "All these like branches 
Left outer pink) of a tree." (Brown part) 
‘EDV 2, “Head of i person, face D > 2. "All I can see here; ,nere 
x inside.” (Right outer head of some animal." 
bb pink (animal head in conflux 
dd < 3. ‘Like a person, a whole of green and brown) 
person. Outer brown 
extension 


Plate X 


"Over here a lion, two D Al. "Uhmm. That seems to be 
lions." (Yellow inside branches of trees right 
detail) ere." (Outer blue) 
“-— DV 2. “Like a turtle and this one |D Vv 2. "Some kind of animal," 
too. (Grey outside) eres green) 
dV 3. “Like ,2,Snake, here is the |D < ;° ere a dog.’ (outer grey) 
head." (Lower extension D A 4. “Here ‘ad lions." (Inner 
of blue Yellow) 
d V4. "A boy's head.” (Small ex- Head of dog too, the same 
tension on pink inner edge here.” (Conflux of grey 
toward yellow) and yellow) 
of D V5. "A baby head in bed.” 


(inner yellow) 

Something like a turtle, 
two (Center 
grey) 


Dv 6. 
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DV 7. “Like an animal head." 
{Middle blue) 

pV “Like animals, two differ- 
ent animals." (Green, 
darker shade of center 


green) 


Card I 


The first response to this card is a vague one (the only attempt 
to interpret any test plates as a whole) and is interpreted in a way 
that is least committable. (Note the subject's remark on the second 
performance.) Then she proceeds to the middle section of the block 
which offers itself most readily to form interpretation. Frequently 
this part is interpreted as a human figure in some posture. She, how- 
ever, merely emphasized that "there are parts of a person” and pointed 
to the feet, hands and body. After this she proceeds to pick out the 
smaller parts jutting out from the edge of the blot. Besides three 


such answers, she interprets the tiny dots outside the main blot as 
music notes. 


On the second performance, nine months later, we encounter five 
responses which are identical with some of those previously given. 
And what is still more surprising is that they occur in the same 
order! It is noteworthy that not in a single instance did she recall 
having given the same answers on a previous occasion. We now miss 
the initial vague attempt at a whole interpretation which she made to 
this card on the previous performance. In discussing this omission 
with her, she stated that an answer like "map" would not satisfy her 
now because it was not sufficiently definitive since every one of the 
ten blots could be interpreted as a "map of something." Furthermore, 


she now also omits the more arbitrary edge answers, restricting the 
small detail answers. 


Card II 


‘Her mode of comprehension, as shown in the first card, is in the 
second one facilitated by the division of the blot into differently 
colored spots separated by white space. Therefore she gives, at 
first, two interpretations of the separated spots and these are 
reasonable with regard both to the shading and the form of these 
parts. She then proceeds to the minuter darker parts of the red spots 
and gives an original interpretation ("two little bears back to back".) 
She finally attempts to interpret the large black spots but is not 
very satisfied with the results and then proceeds to two "d's." 


On the second occasion, there was the same change in the type of 
response on this card as on the first card. The unusual and weaker 
interpretations are omitted. There remain only the "stocking" inter- 
pretation of the red spots, which are now seen more naturally as 
socks ang the animal head interpretation of the most frequently 


chosen "4d. 
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is, 
Card III 


Her reaction to this card remains the same as in- the previous 
‘—curd in spite of the strong stimulation to see figures in action, 
She starts by interpreting the red spots and gives four additional 
"4" interpretations splitting up the usual normal "D*® into reasonable 
parts, What we get in her procedure naturally cre either ones or 
parts of animals and human beings. 


She shows e& murked chauge in her approach to this curd om the 
second performance, She omits all "d's" and restricts her attempis 
at interpretation to the more obvious red spot and to the lurgest "5." 
The red spot interpretation as a bow showed already ia its formulation 
(*here a shape like a bow”) that form was dominant but she consciously 
end deliberately excludes every possible inference that color. played 
any part in determining her response, In her explanation, after the 
erformance, she emphasized tht she would have given the same answer 
had the blot been black instead of red, 


Card IV 


Obviously the dominating shading stimuli in this card were par- 
ticularly difficult for her, After a long pause, she picks out a 
prominent "d" which lends itself to the obvious interpretation of a 
snake, Then she finds the tiny extensions in the center and calls 
them wings of birds, Y¥inally the middle part reminds ner of a tree. 


In the second performance, the snake interpretution plays a more 
important role, the tiny part celled bird wings before becomes heads 
of snakes, .In the usual snake-like details she emphasizes the bodies 
of the snakes, 


Card V 


This blot which is usually very easy to interpret if taken 45 a 
hole does not lend itself to her minute detail interpretutions, 
herefore, she has to pick out at first two edge parts and then is 
able to approach the usual rabbit's head "d" calling $6: “an animal 

“Pressed up, the face of a cat perhaps," 


on the second occasion, as we would expect, she omits the two. 
edge parts and elaborates more the remaining interpretation, She in- 
©" Hlicates that there are two animals, rabbits, enveloped by some trans- 
“* Parent stuff (using the shading). This covering extends to the point 
~ Pyhere the twe extensions jut out from the usual rabbit's head, The 
remaining part is seen as the bodies of the two rabbits, 


Card VI 


' This card has the same difficulties for her as card IV but in a 
ore exaggerated form, We are not surprised to find her resorting to 
he tiniest eataneseue of the whole blot, calling it “some animal's 
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Card VI (Continued) 


The only change occurring on the second occasion is that the 
same tiny extension now becomes ‘he head of more snakes. 


‘ 


Card VII 


This card which facilitates detail interpretations produces 
again two "d" answers and finally she tackles weakly a "D" saying, 
"some kind of animal, I guess. 


With astonishing consistency in her change of comprehension on 
the second performance we find the omission of the "a’ and a more 
definite interpretation of the ">" as “an animal's face, for instanc:, 
a bear's face. 


Card VIII 


This first color card as well as the two following ones cennot 
change her definite attitude. We do not get a single response in any 
one where color plays the slightest role in determining the answers. . 
She picks out the two parts, "animals and animal's head", which 
facilitates form interpretations because they are naturally separated 
by the differences in color and clearly shaped. She also adds a 
"face" response. 


This face is replaced on the second occasion by 4 new part per- 
ceived in a rather nice fashion. | She discovers in the orange part 
the very impressive figure of a "camel with a head. 


Card IX 


Here we have, after the two face answers which this time refer 
to more normal details, the only interpretation of a whole human 
figure in a tiny spot. 


The change we now encounter points in the same direction as in 
card VIII but leads even further. Instead of the three answers we 
have two more reasonable ones: the branches of the tree in the brown 
part (in her explanation she insisted that color played no role in 
the interpretation) and the obvious animal's head in the confluence 
of the green and brown parts. 


Card X 


In this card she makes use of the natural divisions of the blot 

by colors even more freely, picking out five quite usual animal in- 

terpretations enriched by one snake interpretation, one profile 

answer and the most elaborate one, "a baby lying down", which is 

. §Slightly indicated by the derker yellow spots, "head of a baby,” in 

vg the midst of the lighter yellow. This response is not only unusual 
jg Senerally but is particularly unusual for her type of reaction. 
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15. 
Card xX (Continued) 


On the second performance this card evokes from her an expression 
of happy surprise, "Uhmm." After this, however, we get only four 
which are half the number given on the first occasion. Her first re- 
sponse is again “the branches of a tree (spiders usually seen here), 
then the only identical response, "the lions, followed the green 
animals in the lower middle. The grey spots on either side she indi- 
cates as jumping dogs but, on inquiring more closely, she states that 


she cannot find the bodies and restricts her interpretations to the 
heads. 


Summary of Description 


From among the various possible starting points for an interpre- 
tation of the foregoing description, we chose the "mode of comprehen- 
sion," not only to demonstrate the interpretative value of some of 
the scoring points mentioned previously, but also, because the most 
significant changes occurred here. 


The two performances give the following tabulations: 
I II 


Responses Responses 23 

W 0 

D 19 14 

a 15 6 

dda 6 3 

di 1 1 


On the whole we have an almost reverse trend in the distribution 
of the scoring points on the cwo occasions. In the tabulation for 
the first performance, we notice something like a flight from big 
parts to smaller and to tiny parts jutting out from the edges of the 
larger parts; in the second, there is a consistent abandoning of 
these escape reactions for a more normal and, for her, a more daring 
approach or attitude. A good example of this transformation occurs 
in her responses to the first card where, on the first performance, 
she sees "parts of a human body" but later designates the same part 
as "a woman's body." All but three of the responses to the unusual 
tiny details are now dropped. Of these three, two are snakes, answers 
occurring in cards IV and VI. These cards contain, according to our 
experience, two outstanding stim lations. The impressive shading of 
the blot produces a strong anxiety effect in subjects inclined toward 
it and the shape suggests genjtal interpretations. The fact that, in 
this case, the subject chose to respond to such very small details is 
very suspicious of an evasive attitude. The transitive "a" interpre- 


tations also are reduced to a percentage more reasonable for her age - 
from 35% to 


Corresponding with this change in the mode of comprehension we 
find a marked decrease in the stereotypy of the contents. The re- 


Sponses referring to heads and other parts of human beings and 
animals are proportionately reduced from 29 out of 42 to 10 out of 23. 
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16. 


or from 60 to 43 per cent. In this particular case, the "mode of com- 
prehension" columns contain the most significant changes, since little 
or no change is revealed in the personality set-up as indicated by the 
distribution of the psychic energy (Eri stypus). 


Although it would be very enticing to penetrate deeper into the 
peculiarities of this personality set-up which suggests an anxiety 
neurosis, it would be impossible to do so in the scope of this paper. 


Appendix 


DESCRIPTION OF THE FIRST GRADE NORMAL DETAILS FOR THE TEN TEST-PLATES 


formulated in collaboration with Dr. Maria Rickers at 
j Worcester State Hospital, Worcester, Mass. 


Card I splits most easily vertically into three parts: the two 
side figures (1) Example: witches, knights, or Santa Clauses); and 

the middle figure with (2) (Ex: female figure with raised hands, in- 
cluding the lighter gray as transparent clothing) or without the light 
shading (3) (Ex: nude figure). Further the whole card splits hori- 
zontally into upper part (4) (Ex: some creature with wings or two 
birds around a bowl or nest); and the lower part (5) (Ex: V on urn 
with decorative side figures). Finally the two side figures can split 
horizontally into an upper part (6) (Ex: bird's or fox's heads) and a 
lower part 17) (Ex: V ie sculpture of a head). The middle figure 
splits into upper part (8) (Ex: crab) and lower part, again with 
shading (9) (Ex: bell or urn) or without Shading (10) (Ex: crocodile 
or lower part of female body). 


Card II: The most obvious (first grade) D naturally is the red 
blots, the two upper ones (1) (heads of horses, socks, seals) and the 
lower one (2) (red butterfly), sometimes including the adjoin red- ‘ 
black part (3) See the Further the two big black halves (4) (some _ 
kind of animals) and the middle white space (5) (lamp). 


Card III: Here again we have two outer reds (1) (dog turning 
around}, the middle red (2) (butterfly), and the separated lower black 
spots on both sides (3) (fishes), the lower black and grey part in the 
middle either as a whole (4) (kettle), or only the darker parts (5) 
(negro heads V ), or only the light part (6) (skeleton), Further the 
remaining upper part of the dark grey figure (7) (birds), sometimes 
without the uppermost part (8) (animal head v ) or the uppermost part 
only {unless it is taken as a head and scored as Do) (9) (porcupine). 
fre @ normal detail is the big white space in the middle (10) 


Card IV: Splits first in the middle part and the two side pats, 
The middle part is taken either from top to bottom (1) (animal or sky 
Scraper) or only the lower part either including the lighter part on 
both sides (2) (monster with protruding eyes) or the darker middle part 
Only (3) (colum or snake). The middle part can also be combined with 
the adjoining upper side parts {e vase). The side parts include an 
Sometimes the upper side parts (5) (boots with laces hanging down) or j 
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“lve have the lower side parts only (s) (big feet), “inally these 
“atter side parts may be split up in the dark half (5) (two witches 
or nung) and the lighter one (6) (camel's head). : 


Gard V: Splits chiefly in the whole middle part (1) (rabbit) 

fend the two lateral halves either splitting exactly at the middle 

~‘Bbine (2) (the heads of two young birds V 5 or excluding the whole i 
riddiic part (3) (head of a man with fur hat and collar), In both 

cases the lateral extensions may be included or cut off, 


Card VI: Splits very easily into the top part (1) (dragon fly) 
..fani the big lower part (2) (animal sin), Both side halves of this 
“<-['cwer part are also taken separately (3) (eskimo in a fur coat). 
sner D's are the whole black part in the middle (4) (lawzip post), or 
only the upper half of this part (5) (table leg), finally the whole 
lighter portion of the top part without the black middle part (6) 
(wings of butterfly). 


* Card VII: Splits most easily into bottom part (1) (butterfly) 
~fand the two upper side parts, either taken as wholes (2) (wire haired 
| terrier or female busts) or two parts separately: the upper part (3) 
“, [(female head) and the lower (4 V Finally the 
~‘fbig white space in the middle (5) (George Yashington). 
ard VIII: Here as in the following colored cards, each one of 

[the differently colored blots is naturally a D: Grey (1), blue (2), 
_ |side pink (3), middle pink (4), orange (5), middle pink and orange 
_,.§together (6) and finally the white and grey part between the blue and 
 |grey blots (7). Among the white spaces are first grade ones - the 
“.Jwhole white space between blue and middle pink (8) (white carnation) 

and the white spaces between side pink and middle pink (9) (Dutch 

\girls 


. ard IX: Here ae D are the orange (1), the blue green (2) ; 
jana pink blots (3), The latter one also splits three 
.-.§possible variations, viz, the side parts only 4), the middle parts 
““fonly (5), both halves separately (6), Another D is tne conflux of 

reen and orange (7) (deer's head), the shady oblong middle part (8) 
‘ (foundain) sometimes combined with the pink to (tree) and the white 
__.§space in the middle with lightly colored part (10) (violin). 


. ; ard X: Here we have the middle grey (1), sometimes the pole- 
_.flike part alone (2) and the rest of the grey separately (3), the 
_fouter grey (4), the outer blue (5), the inner blue (6), tne outer 
_§green (7), the inner green (8), Here also the lighter middle part 
[separately (9) (rabbit's head) and the two darker greens separatel 
$10) (caterpillars), The outer brown (11) and the inner brown (13), 
‘and the outer yellow (13) and the inner yellow (14), and the pink 
barts with the upper middle center grey tis) or without it (16), 
..¢fAMong the white spaces are first grade ones: the whole space between 


So ita or split in the part above the middle blue (18) and below 
(29), 
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